- -6 encA 1nen e
07/19/2004 10:59 FAX '

doos

July 10, 2004 :

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Comumnission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC ot impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rcly upon calling card sexvices for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consuiners, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and ptedxctable costs. -

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services. '

But-such pricehikes are precisely what the FCC witi-do if it mfiictsmew “in-state*access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to laxge local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these scrvices are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

Ciffoncs o7

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
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Juty 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

- —But such price hikes-are precisely-what the FCC will do #f-it-inflicts new-“in-state’-access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards, :

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Alesp- A2~

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissijoner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Cominissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Sepator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictablée costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

—-——But such-pricetikes arc precisety what the FEC-wilt do if it inflicts mew-*in:state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

-—

Nhscaa Cope A

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid -
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor's appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

-- But-such price hikes-are precisely-what the FEC-will do-if-it-inflicts new- “in-state” access- -

charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large Iocal
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by

these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,
-

Frnzona

ccs:  Commissjoner Michael Copps
/ Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commmission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on Iircpaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for 2 job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

----But such-price hikes-are-precisely-what-the FEE-will do iftt-inflicts new “in-state” access~-- -
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consurmers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantjally increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

%ﬁ/% 77

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-incorpe families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups becanse they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

- But such-price hikes are precisety what the FEC will-do-if-it inflictsrew *in-state™access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel] directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely, N /_%

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

- But such-price hikes-are precisely what-the FCC -will-do if it inflicts-new “in-statc™-access

charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely, 3 %

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
- Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman PoweH:

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want [o target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or ber PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “‘platform” in another state — let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to. Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this asa single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge COnSUTELS.

Prices are already rising for gas milk and other products Consumers don’t need iligher pricé; for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincmly,W CO%M
(’/z;/P/%, 19152

CCs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chan-man Powell:
I am writing to add my voice to the growmg number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts

by the local Bell telephone companies to circurnvent current rules on calls placed with a prc—paxd
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramaticaily higher

-~ rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore

you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-pald calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with ms or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state — Jet’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a2 message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginie.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the BelI companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for éas“ milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these h1gher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-pai.d.calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
gow time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

_ on this issue.

Sincerely,

N .
Y / A/L{v (41
ccS: oaumnissioner Ka Q. Abernathy

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Cormmissioner Kevin J, Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator

Senator

dois
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Dbcket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card scrvices.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus ¢ash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for 2 job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

Bo17

But-sueh price hikes are precisely what the FCE- will de-ifit-inflicts new-“in-statc” aceess— -

charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

"
Sincerely, /%\Mvu (S \a:\»Uf?s LY o

1

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chaipman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrapts, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

—-—But-such-price-hikes are-precisely what the FCC will doifitinflicts new-*in=state” access~ -
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funne} directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bearit. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

'Sincercvly, % /%/ %a
Ol 7 O

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services. ’

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected ~ to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

---—-But such-price hikes-are-precisely-what the FEC-will do-if+tinflicts new “ip-state” access- - -
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funne] directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

b e, (5 Q

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a vatiety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless
telephone services.

-===-- - Butsuchprice hikes are-precisely whatthe FCC will do-if it-infitcts new “in-state”-access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

C(j J
Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairmnan Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit

-for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have to stay connected — to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other
consumer groups becanse they are an affordable alternative to regnlar and wireless
telephone services.

--But-such price-hikes -are precisely-what the FEE will-do if it-inflicts-new “in-state™ aceess-
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissijoner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator




07/19/2004 11:01 FAX

Bo22

A o ,
\\ \\

July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in hxgher rates -- in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you'approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of constimers in mind rather tban the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in whxch a caller uses a prc—pald calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with hls or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
cxamp]c, is connected to a “platform™ in another state -- let’s say in Ncbraska, From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

Bur the Bell compames want 1o treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher pﬁcés for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations,

Tam aware that the lang distance companies and others that sell pre-pajd calling cards have

weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is

pow time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue,

DL B

ccs:  Commissioner Katlileen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin

Commissioner Jonathan S Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comxmssmn
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to add vy voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a to]l-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
exataple, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this -
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-proﬁt or person. The caller then
dials the (elephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because thers is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

3
But the Be]l companies want to treat this as a single in-state call 5o they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction.of what they want to charge consumers,

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consurmers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
coIporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner, Jt is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies-the door

on this issue.
-
%, W

ccs:  Comunissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Ionathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator

Sincerely,

Bo23
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TJuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Commmumications Commaission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

.Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T am writing to add my voice to the growmg nurober of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatjcally higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in- Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform’ in another state — let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about 2 company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Cuxrent rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia,
Both calls are subject to interstate access chargés because there is a call to N cbraska and then a
separate call to Virginia,

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees bave no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
cosls, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. :

' Pnces are already nsmg for gas, milk and other products Consuters don’t need hlghe.l‘ prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

1 am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manper. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

onth151ssue
W, I/ﬂ' ‘23525/

ccs:.  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michae] J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companjes.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state - Jet's say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they wan¢ to charge consurmers.

phone calls 100, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

smwe%, é;,avv  NMew Yok

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

] am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consummers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell cornpanies want to target those calls in which a callér uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, nop-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone nurober of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.

- Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a

separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are~alread.y' rising for gas, milk and other prod” ucts. Consumers don’t need thher pricé; for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to we1g,h in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincerely,

J,Jm PA. /9/37

ces: Commissmncr Kathieen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael I. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Coemmissioner Jonathan S. Adclstem
Senator
Senator
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission

'445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554
Re: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

-] am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groui:s and individuals opposeci to efforts

by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consurvers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore
you to keep the needs-of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is convected 1o a “platform" in another state - let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want 10 charge consurmers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consume’rs don't nécd higher prices for

phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large:
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers” interests in this manner. ‘It is

now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Smcerely,

* Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
.Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Sepator
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, lmmedmtely harming mn]lions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers

. could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid

calling cards will directly harm individunals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Jess affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,
\&\N\t‘\\g B&\\“\‘&*f’\' /\ ‘LD“CD

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin -
Commissioner Jonathan A delstein
Senator
Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon Jow-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in .
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

] understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local

telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling cardto a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable, Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

%/_;:_/ -%M

ces:  Commissioner Michael C
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator

Congressperson




07/19/2004 10:20 FAX doo1

July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell,

] am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Minorities, Jow-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military

. families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
— to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone
companijes while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it. :

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
Congressperson
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~July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
~ to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable bousing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

% Z/‘_'—

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
.Congressperson

Texas
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.'W. .
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Military personnel stationed in the U.S. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service
men and women stationed worldwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set,
affordable rates.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without themn, military personnel
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep
their loved ones within reach.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerl/elyyw Uum\ OM Zﬂ@ﬁ | .

cCS: Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commiissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
. Congressperson




